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PUBLIC AFFAIRS 
Phone: (703) 351-7676 


21 April 1986 


Mr, John Seigenthaler 
Editor, Editorial Page 
USA TODAY 

1000 Wilson Boulevard 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 


Dear Mr. Seigenthaler: 

USA today's 11 April editorial "Too Many Secrets Are Real 
Security Risk" is disappointing. It dismisses the President and 
Director Casey's concerns that the disclosure and publication of 
sensitive information seriously damages the nation's ability to 
protect its citizens. It also blithely insists that only 
information provided by this country's traitors to the nation's 
adversaries is harmful, while the sensitive U.S. national security 
information the KGB and its cohorts read in the U.S. press is 
considered to be not damaging. Curious reasoning indeedi The 
problem is as President Truman put it in a 1951 press conference: 
'■Whether it be treason or not, it does the U.S. just as much harm 
for those military (and national intelligence) secrets to be made 
known to potential enemies through open publication as it does for 
military (and national intelligence) secrets to be given to an enemy 
through the clandestine operation of spies." 


Make no mistake about it, intelligence comes from real people 
around the world who risk their lives to provide information of 
benefit to the U.S. and the free world. Intelligence also comes 
from our allies and from sophisticated technical systems that cost 
billions of dollars to develop and maintain. Director Casey is 
charged by law with protecting the identities of these people, the 
information our allies provide, and the capabilities of our 
sensitive and expensive technical systems. In most cases that means 
that the information provided by these sources must be classified, 
since its publication will enable our adversaries to identify and 
destroy these assets. In rare instances when source-identifying 
data can be eliminated or the President deems that it is in the 
national security interest, intelligence can be officially released 
and published. 


It is unfortunate that USA TODAY cannot differentiate between 
the very serious damage done to the nation's security through the 
publication of leaked sensitive intelligence and the need for the 
American public to possess as much information as possible to make 
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Mr. John Seigenthaler 


21 April 1986 


informed judgments about the conduct of the government's business. 
Both concerns are real, different, but clearly not mutually 

a sensitivity by 

the press to the need to protect military, diplomatic and 

hnJh UfT® activities that defend this nation. The nation can have 
both freedom and security, but without security it will have no 
treeclom. 

While it is obviously desirable for the press to seek out, 
publish and criticize malfeasance or nonfeasance on the part of 

entities, it is injurious to the nation's 
interest for the press to attempt deliberately to ferret out and 
expose the sources and methods used in intelligence collection. It 
IS equally damaging to publish such information provided by leakers 

of PaSage that iiirrlLu 

Of hemorrhage 

of secrets on the leakers, but the press itself caters to such 

P^'”P?ses and then absolves itself from the 
chnrt^ results to the nation's security from its actions. In 
short, the press often carelessly tosses aboat the verbal hand 

® explode, killing people 

and inflicting great damage, the press shrugs and says in effect 

well. It s a free country. It seems to those of us in the U S 
national security agencies who are endeavoring to protect this* 
nation s security and thereby its freedoms, including the very 
freedom the press enjoys, that the press cannot have it both wavs 
he press is outraged when hostile spies are uncovered in the U S 
but happily conveys equally harmful information to our adversaries’bv 
printing very damaging leaks. Why aren't the leakers who havr 
betrayed our government's trust condemned by the press at least to 
the same extent that it chastizes those who spend thousands of 
dollars for costly aircraft toilet seats? It seems to us there is a 
good deal of media hypocrisy in all this. 

Director Casey asked that the press of this nation work with CIA 
and the other national security organizations in protecting this 
nation s legitimate secrets. Some organizations and individual 
journalists already do. I strongly encourage the other members of 
the press to do so too. After all, CIA protects this nation 
including all of you in the press. By damaging our capabilities vou 
damage yourself. Let us work together as much as we can for the good 
of our country. ^ 

Sincerely, 


George V. Lauder 
Director. Public Affairs 


Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2011/01/24 : CIA-RDP88G01116R001402560030-1 


Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2011/01/24 : CIA-RDP88G01116R001402560030-1 

EXECUTIVE SECRETARIAT 

ROUTING SLIP 




ACTION 

INFO 

DATE 

INITIAL 

1 

DCI 


y 



2 

DDCl-b 


X 



3 

EXDIR 


X 



4 

D/ICS 





5 

DDi 





6 

DDA 


X 



7 

DDO 





8 

DDS&T 





9 

Chm/NIC 





10 

GC 





11 

IG 





12 

Compt 





13 

D/OLL 


1 



14 

D/PAO 

X 




15 

D/PERS 





16 

VC/NIC 





17 

C/SECOM 


)L 



18 

D/Securi 

ty 

X 



19 

ES 


X 








21 






22 
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To 14: Please have requested draft statement 
prepared for DCI review. 


Excfciftive Secretary 

14 April 86 
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12 April 1986 


MEMORANDUM FOR: Director, Public Affairs 
FROM: Director of Central Intelligence 

SUBJECT: Leaks 


1. I ran into Kay Graham at dinner last night. She thought 
our presentation on leaks went very well with the editors. She 
pointed out that Simons and I were really talking about different 
things, he about tearing down secrecy which covers up corruption 
and mismanagement and I about secrecy to protect lives and vital 
interests. In the discussion. that wasn't brought out as clearly 
as it might have been. The two of us talked past each other. 

2. In this editorial in USA TODAY they decry overclassification 
in which there is probably room for improvement. They also again try 
to turn the whole issue on being entitled "to know what our federal 
government is doing just as we deserve to know how much the school 
board will pay teachers or whether the city council will raise taxes." 
That's true, but has nothing to do with protecting lives and national 
interests. 

3. It seems to me we should get a coherent response drafted 
and use it to respond to editorial comment like this. 



William J. Casey 


Attachment: 

Page lOA, 11 April 1986 USA TODAY 
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